Appl. No.: 10/799,963 

Amendment Dated: January 12, 2010 

Reply to Office Action of November 12, 2009 

REMARKS 

Claims 1-8, 10, 12-13, 15 and 17-29 are pending. 
Claims 9, 11, 14 and 16 have been cancelled. 

In the Office Action dated November 12, 2009, claims 1-8, 10, 12, 13, 15, and 17- 
29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as unpatentable over Bae (U.S. Patent 
Publication No. 2002/0181410) in view of Kadaba (U.S. Patent Publication No. 
2002/0172217). 

It is respectfully submitted that the obviousness rejection of independent claim 1 
over Bae in view of Kadaba is erroneous. As conceded by the Office Action, Bae fails to 
disclose that the broadcast message sent to plural mobile stations includes a particular 
data rate that is to be used by the plural mobile stations over the reverse wireless link. 
11/12/2009 Office Action at 3. Instead, the Office Action cited Kadaba as purportedly 
disclosing the claimed feature missing from Bae. Id. at 3-4. The Office Action on page 4 
pointed specifically to \ [0003] of Kadaba. However, this passage of Kadaba merely 
refers to a section heading "Description of Related Art." Based on the assertions made 
on pages 3 and 4 of the Office Action, it appears that the Office Action intended to refer 
to \ [0035] of Kadaba, which discusses the forward uplink scheduling channel (F- 
USCH). The F-USCH identifies the wireless unit (note singular sense of "wireless unit") 
that is to transmit at the prescribed time and specifies the transmission format. Kadaba, \ 
[0035]. This passage of Kadaba states that the transmission format consists of the size of 
the transmission, the rate at which the transmission is to occur, and the duration of the 
transmission. Id. 

Importantly, note that f [0035] of Kadaba also states that the F-USCH is a time 
division multiplexed (TDM) channel which schedules grants to individual wireless units. 
Kadaba also states that the F-USCH contains a wireless unit identification (MAC ID). 
Thus, it is clear that the F-USCH is sent to a single wireless unit, since the F-USCH is 
used to schedule grants to individual wireless units, and the F-USCH contains just a 
single wireless unit identification (MAC ID). There is absolutely no hint whatsoever that 
the F-USCH is a broadcast message that includes a particular data rate that is to be used 
by the plural mobile stations over the reverse wireless link. 
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Since Kadaba fails to disclose or hint at the claimed subject matter conceded by 
the Office Action to be missing from Bae, it is respectfully submitted that the 
hypothetical combination of Bae and Kadaba would not have led to the claimed subject 
matter. 

Moreover, a person of ordinary skill in the art would not have been prompted to 
combine the teachings of Bae and Kadaba to achieve the claimed subject matter. Bae 
refers to broadcasting a reverse activity bit (RAB), which can have either a binary value 0 
or a binary value 1. See Bae, f [0011]. If RAB has binary value 0, then that causes a 
reverse data rate to be increased. On the other hand, if RAB has binary value 1, then that 
causes the reverse data rate to be reduced. RAB as used in Bae is thus an indicator to a 
mobile station to increase or decrease the data rate. However, RAB does not actually 
specify any particular data rate, which is different from the subject matter of claim 1, 
where the broadcast message includes a particular data rate that is to be used by the plural 
mobile stations over the reverse wireless link. 

Kadaba, on the other hand, discloses use of a channel (F-USCH) to individually 
schedule a wireless unit, where the F-USCH contains the data rate for the individual 
wireless unit. It is clear that a person of ordinary skill in the art would not have been 
prompted to combine the teachings of Bae and Kadaba to achieve the claimed subject 
matter. 

In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the obviousness rejection 
of claim 1 is clearly erroneous. 

Independent claims 20 and 26 are allowable for similar reasons as claim 1. 

The rejection of independent claim 10 over Bae and Kadaba is also erroneous. 
With respect to claim 10, the Office Action conceded that Bae fails to disclose sending a 
broadcast message to plural mobile stations to cause the plural mobile stations to set 
respective data rates to a value less than or equal to an autonomous data rate of each of 
the corresponding mobile stations. 11/12/2009 Office Action at 5. Instead, the Office 
Action cited Kadaba as purportedly disclosing claimed features conceded to be missing 
from Bae. Specifically, the Office Action pointed to the F-UCACH frame mentioned in 
Kadaba. Like the F-USCH frame discussed in connection with claim 1, it appears that 
the F-UCACH frame is also used to communicate to a single wireless unit. As stated in f 
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[0036] of Kadaba, the F-UCACH is used to both control and acknowledge transmissions 
from the wireless unit (note singular sense of wireless unit). There is absolutely no hint 
that the F-UCACH frame is a broadcast message sent to plural mobile stations to cause 
the plural mobile stations to set respective data rates to a value less than or equal to an 
autonomous data rate of each of the corresponding mobile stations. 

Therefore, the hypothetical combination of Bae and Kadaba would not have led to 
the claimed subject matter. Moreover, in view of the significant differences between the 
claimed subject matter and the teachings of Bae and Kadaba, a person of ordinary skill in 
the art would not have been prompted to combine the teachings of these references to 
achieve the claimed invention. 

Therefore, the obviousness rejection of claim 10 is erroneous. 

The rejection of independent claim 21 is similarly erroneous. 

Independent claim 13 is also non-obvious over Bae and Kadaba. Contrary to the 
assertion by the Office Action, Kadaba fails to disclose or hint at a grant message having 
an identifier set to a predetermined value to provide a broadcast indication for indicating 
to the plural mobile stations that the mobile stations are to change data rates for 
transmissions over a reverse wireless link. The F-USCH (identified by the Office Action 
on page 8 as corresponding to the "grant message" of claim 13) does not have the 
identifier set to a predetermined value to provide a broadcast indication as recited. The 
F-USCH has a single MAC ID to identify a single wireless unit. 

Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that the hypothetical combination of Bae 
and Kadaba does not provide any hint of the subject matter of claim 13. Moreover, in 
view of the significant differences between the claimed subject matter and the reference 
teachings, a person of ordinary skill in the art would not have been prompted to combine 
the reference teachings to achieve the claimed subject matter. 

Dependent claims are allowable for at least the same reasons as corresponding 
independent claims. 

In view of the foregoing, allowance of all claims is respectfully requested. 
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The Commissioner is authorized to charge any additional fees and/or credit any 
overpayment to Deposit Account No. 14-1315 (16634RRUS02U). 

Respectfully submitted, 



Date: January 12, 2010 /Dan C. Hu/ 

Dan C. Hu 

Registration No. 40,025 
TROP, PRUNER & HU, P.C. 
1616 South Voss Road, Suite 750 
Houston, TX 77057-2631 
Telephone: (713) 468-8880 
Facsimile: (713) 468-8883 
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